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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant amended claims 3 and 1 1 such that the claims includes the subject matter of 
(now cancelled) claims 6 and 14 indicated allowable, if combined with base claims, in the 
previous Office action. Upon a review of the cited prior art reference, however, the feature "a 
control means for preventing the transmission of certain frames of primary data, especially those 
whose priority level is low" is also described in the Driessen et al patent, as set forth below. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. Claims 2,3,10,1 1 and 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Driessen et al (US 6,850,559). 

Claims 3, 11 and 16. 

Driessen et al discloses a transmitter (110) and method of generating frames (1 1 1) of 
digital data and transmitting the frames to a receiver after applying forward error 
correction, see Figs.l and 2, comprising; 

attributing (220) a priority level to each of the frames, see col. 6, lines 35-38, 
adding redundancy data packets (230) to the frames, see col.7, lines 3-7, wherein; 
the quantity of the redundancy data packets is a function of the level of the priority of the 
frame, see col. 2, lines 4-11, wherein; 
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the assignment of the priority/significance level to a frame/subunit involves a two-step 
process of identifying the type of data in the frame/subunit, see col. 6, lines 55-60, and 
using a predetermined correspondence table that relates a particular level to the identified 
data. In addition, it is quite established that the degree of error correction code, i.e., "the 
quantity of the redundancy data packets" is determined based on the measured error rate 
of the communication channel to minimize the error rate to an acceptable level. 
Driessen et al further describes that not transmitting lower priority data depending on the 
availability of bandwidth. See col. 10, lines 43-53. 

Claim 2 and 10. 

Driessen et al discloses that higher rate of redundancy to higher priority frame. See col. 
2, lines 4-11. In addition it is well established that "the quantity of the redundancy data 
packets" is proportional to the error rate of the communication channel. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 4, 5, 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Driessen et al as applied to claim 3 above. 

Claims 4 and 12 
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Driessen et al discloses all the subject matter claimed except for a control means that 
limit the data rate to the maximum passband of the communication channel. However, 
since a data rate over the maximum data rate the communication channel can handle 
would cause increased error rate, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to 
provide a control means to limit the data rate to the maximum passband of the 
communication channel to set the error rate to an acceptable level. 

Claims 5 and 13. 

Driessen et al discloses the frame generating means (111) delivers a single flow of data. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 7 and 15 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Y. Kim whose telephone number is 571-272-3039. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8AM —5PM M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kenneth Vanderpuye can be reached on 571-272-3078. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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PATENT EXAMINER 



